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The fundamental starting point for any portfolio analysis is the definition of the portfolio area. Biomedical research funders often describe and analyze portfolios of projects considered relevant to specific research areas, typically a
Abstract disease, a group of diseases, research approach, or scientific topic. Setting boundaries on sets of topic-relevant projects can be complex, and approached multiple ways. Common approaches rely on manual expert review and/or

automated text mining to classify project proposal documents. These common prospective approaches can be less than accurate, with potential for both under- and over-reporting errors. A retrospective approach that classifies research
based on project outputs (i.e. publications) may improve portfolio estimates. We present a case study using the National Cancer Institute's (NCI’s) pediatric cancer portfolio to compare two prospective approaches (manual classification
and text mining-based classification) and a retrospective approach of classification through publication-based linkages. While there is overlap among the projects captured by the three approaches, each approach also identifies a unique
subset of projects. Analysis of projects reveals that publication-based approaches can augment portfolios by capturing additional projects.
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suggesting that using multiple approaches allows one to converge on a a more

R robust portfolio
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